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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 4, 
2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed May 4, 2009, with respect to claims 1- 
9, 1 1 and 14-23 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The prior art reference 
of Alaia (#6,199,050) has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-9, 11 and 14-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Wang (6,604,107) in view of Aoki (PG PUB. 2001/0039531) further 
in view of Spangler (PG PUB. 2003/0163381). 

As per Claims 1,11 and 20, Wang teaches a method for: 

receiving at least one attribute of at least one item (Column 3, lines 15-20); 
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using the at least one attribute to identify one or more items included in an 
electronic database (Column 4, lines 2-9) : and 

However, Wang fails to disclose creating a lot having a plurality of items, 
generating a lot listing that includes a plurality of the identified items, wherein the 
generated lot listing indicates a plurality of items to be auctioned as a lot in an electronic 
auction. 

Wang and Aoki are within the same field of online auctioning. Aoki teaches 
creating a lot having a plurality of items fl[ [0052], lines 65-67 discuss when exhibiting 
multiple items, an operation to group the multiple items i.e., exhibiting as the grouped 
items), generating a lot listing that includes a plurality of the identified items (IT [0057], 
lines 46-49 discuss multiple items are collectively subject to auction as grouped items, 
individual items composing the grouped items are listed in the item introduction field) A 
and wherein the generated lot listing indicates a plurality of items to be auctioned as a 
lot in an electronic auction (Figure 4B, Display Field 430). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the generic attribute database system of Wang to include the auction system and 
program as taught by Aoki to be able to group multiple items in a group to be auctioned. 

However, the Wang-Aoki combination fails to disclose wherein the lot listing is 
generated based at least in part on the received attribute . 

Spangler teaches wherein the lot listing is generated based at least in part on the 
received attribute (pg.2. If [0015] discusses the bid criteria may be modified based upon 
the sub-components associated with the component. That is, if no bid response 
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associated with a particular component, was acceptable, then the component may be 
broken down into a plurality of subcomponents. Then, the performance, functional, and 
cost objectives of the sub-component may be established, and used to objective). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the Wang-Aoki combination to include the ability to group components based on 
established criteria's as taught by Spangler in order to procure a component (Abstract). 

As per Claim 2 and 14, Wang teaches, wherein the electronic database 
comprises an attribute-based electronically searchable list of a plurality of attributes 
(Column 5, lines 63-67 through columns 6, lines 1-6). 

As per Claim 3, Wang teaches wherein the identified listing of items comprises 
an index of the total number of items per each identified attribute (Column 3, lines 2-5). 

As per Claim 4 and 15, Wang further teaches wherein the generating further 
comprises grouping items with similar characteristics and prices (Column 5, lines 50- 
52). 

As per Claim 5-6 and 16-17, Wang teaches wherein a plurality of attributes are 
received and the generating comprises selecting the items in the lot listing having all or 
any of the identified attributes (Column 3, lines 14-20 via an automobile will have some 
or all of the identified attributes). 

As per Claim 7, 18 and 21, Wang teaches at least one attribute comprises at 
least one of an operation, material, fabrication, process, tolerance, size, weight, 
specification and any other feature of a part (Column 1 , lines 29-30 via size as a 
displayed attribute). 
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As per Claim 8, Wang teaches displaying the generated lots in a formatted 
manner (Figure 6, Attribute Map Table 200). 

As per Claim 9, 19, and 22, Wang teaches that items to be auctioned comprise 
at least one of parts, materials, and components (Column 3, lines 51-62). 

As per Claim 23, Wang teaches the computer program product of claim 20. 
However, Wang fails to disclose wherein a plurality of attributes are received and the 
generating comprises selecting the items in the lot listing having all of the received 
attributes. 

Aoki teaches wherein a plurality of attributes are received (pg.4, ^ [0052] 
discusses information is inputted about items he or she will exhibit at an auction, the 
Examiner is construing that information about an item is an attribute). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the generic attribute database system of Wang to include the auction system and 
program as taught by Aoki to be able to group multiple items in a group to be auctioned. 

However the Wang-Aoki combination fails to disclose the generating comprises 
selecting the items in the lot listing having all of the received attributes. 

Spangler teaches generating comprises selecting the items in the lot listing 
having all of the received attributes (pg.2, [0015] discusses the bid criteria may be 
modified based upon the sub-components associated with the component. That is, if no 
bid response associated with a particular component, was acceptable, then the 
component may be broken down into a plurality of subcomponents. Then, the 
performance, functional, and cost objectives of the sub-component may be established, 
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and used to develop a modified bid criteria, thus grouping components based on a 
received attribute). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the Wang-Aoki combination to include the ability to group components based on 
established criteria's as taught by Spangler in order to procure a component (Abstract). 
Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Porat et al. (#7,330,826) discloses a method and business model for a buyer's 

auction with near perfect information using the Internet. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ashford S. Hayles whose telephone number is 571-270- 
5106. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 8:30 to 4:00 
Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Gart can be reached on (571) 272-3955. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Matthew S Gart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 3687 

/A. S. H.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3687 



